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, , , „ HOST! PUDDING 

/'///// 

when I asked the bookstore to hold its one copy of James Patrick Hosty, Jr.’s 

ook on vhe assassination oi President Kennedy for me it had been unsafe for me to 

eave the house for nine day* I drove down our lane in which a neighbor had cut 
tv> ^ &MW A 

a narrow trech ha^ely ^/ider than the car and hatflxacg more than half as h-i g h ds it in 
some places and found that at the road the snow was so high I could not see whether 
there was any traffic from either direction. At the next f road intrsection the snow 
piles^iere even higher and wider. In places but a single lane had been euf through the 
record-breaking^f all . I was that anxious to get the one copy of Hosty’ s book that was 

ia town. I’d followed his career in the FBI from the time of the assassination and 

t:t 



w 



hereafter with increasing interest. He’d been saying^what I would never have believed 
i>u3d not get him fired by the FBI i^i whi^c he was a special agent. Despite that he 
survived to get his retirement and then what he wrote was widely accepted on oped 
pages including that of the ¥ all Street J ournal. 

I was surprised to see that his book is titled Assianemrieti Oswald . Under 

title v 

that on the dust^ jadket is what: also~s5rp surprised me, "from the FlBl agent assigned 



t0 investigate Lee Harvey Oswald prior to the JFK assassination." The inside flap of 
the dust jackdt had this startling description of Hosty, "the lead investigator in 

<■( i 

the FBI’s post-assassination investigation of Oswald.” It then says that he "bagn. 
to investigate Lee Harvey Oswald in October, 1963." That was a little less startling. 

T] ie ^lurbing] on that flap concludes, "Hosty 1 s testimony has been universally acknow- 
ledged as vital to any complete understanding of the Kennedy assassination. As a wit- 
ness to and participant in every stage of the assassination.... " s ^enword of this was 
n^ws to be. If true. 

As it wasn*t. 

Be gave no such testimony anywhere. 

O Jm- 

H^e also had none of the knowledge he is-said- to - hav o had. 

And rather than being the "lead^Lnvestigator" in the FBI’s investigation after 
«fB assassination, on tha very day of the 4 assassination he had the Os»ald oaae 




M thinks ar# writes of himself as the man who should have been the bo&s of the 
investigation and of more. He speaks and writes of himself as tne master of all the 
evidence but in fact he never gets close to the evidence of the crime itsftf. On that 
he is g x HmrsaEfc ignorant. In even the special area of his part ! cula^clim )to full 



knowledge b£ and to expertise he is a subject-matter ignoramus. In plain English he 

V . . ? 

regularly , systematically lies about the evidence itself , whether it is the actual 

V 

evidence of the \rime itself or of his special] 



hanguj he regard as the most important 
- 



evidence. V%ich it is not, and he misrepresents that in addition, -^e contorts its 
lack of maning into significant meaning that just happened to confdrr^W his own 
^ political preconcpetions . About that he is rabid and it never ends. 

Konstent with his self —concept , of the^an who knew and understand what 
others did not and could ate not, of himself as the one who should have beeriin 

is 






charge, he is critical of just about everyone other than hisNefe&^anet. He 

Y'lJpy y t f ti-ir 

c#t4-i critical of most in. th , P3I aad-arb thoj top .-ofc TrqmVHoover down; of both 

A. I 1\ fn+J/f A J , . J t 'SSI Y7 ij/l 



c#feML critical of most in. th . P3I sqd-a rfe - th|pEdp~o £ Trdi 

f ik y ^ JLM hjfilffr 

houses of Congress;? of the Warren Commission; of Robert 

■ i 



Robert Bennedy, dragged in by the 



heels and not in any sense relevant Vc^Hosty writes of him, writing of hi^ with 



professional inaccuracy; and'jmong others of the media, the media that 
' he has become. 



lira what 




0 / 






k km OswalH*? 



;er srnie time passed, he was put back on the case to work fon Oswald’s back- 
gr^id. He says on that he was "the lead investigator^ |(page 70). There were but 
fwoTand Hosty was the only local agent. The other, Warren ^e^Bruej^ ofllew Orleans, 
was so little impressed with Hosty as his "lead investigator" he refused, 33 Hosty 
admits, to do w&at -^^ty insisted that he do^ (pages 79^80). 

Beginning with hijj hain g,* fc atk mmj? ttmti i x w asms having the Oswald case and file taken 

jjffi s iru 

from himTHosty saw dark conafepippies etteniding into the ^FBI itself." feet __all the 
conspiracies he sees are againt him and what he said. And probably, more incredible 

[ 

still, undoubtedly believed* 





fk 



isctit ^ / 

.^eal work - in f^ctT^thT^fele' had just reached him 



'fRs-FBiJL.. 

The FBI's ^records I got bj lawsuits under the Freedom of Information Act, 
about a i&r quarter of a million pages, including the records of the Balls 
officd to which Hosi^ was assigned, do not identify any "lead investigator* 0$ that 
case. What the FBI refers to as the "case ^fagent" was not Hosty. Ft was Robert F. 

emberling. The B^lls agents ti™dtheir reports in to him aal- 4e reports sent by 

? ^ 

ither field offices to Balias, which was the "office of origin*" also went to him, |t 
was Gemberling who prepare what the Balias office sent to headquarters. 

coincidence a friend of mine who is also afrei^i Gemberling' s told me 
ia a letter I received three days before I got 4 book that "Eosty is hl»nrir, g 
everybody but himself f|r what happened." 

I* did not get far into the book before it was apparent that was not any 



kind of exaggeration. ]\ if 0 ' Z & 



Beginning on the very first page of text it is theSecret Service he # f 

^MC*L fi M(( iAO ,M AAsiM U, r o 

gses after, H^thih four $ages he has it dec l i n i n g his help, does not say how he 
cibuld have helped, only that on the morning of the assassination he spoke to klike 
Howard of the Secret Service when he gave the Secret Service a copy of a “wluasty, 
anti-Kennedy h^ibill it already had. Hosty was aware of the fact that the SeB»t 
Secret Service feared being taken over by the FBI. Heevoas=had-8u~ J. Ed* 
f<jundiag <&Tf> c tf r r nf The Federal ferBareau -o h ^nvesti? 5lt±en f He was 

put out when the Central Intelliegance Agncy was cheated because he wanted the functions 
of theH^ CIA to be given to the FBI, too. 

At no point in being critical of other agencies does Hosty refer to a 
tiling he of* the FBI did that could have been helpful for security when the President 

O' 

visited Balls.By the time he gets to lieutenant Jack Revill, then head of the police 
criminal intelligence unit (beginning on page 17), af ter^ej referring to him as "a campe- 




tent officer," Hosty* 3 knives are out: 

/)/ . b* ot 



* I had noticed firing weaknesses on his part when it came to the non-orga^ized 
0^ (crime aspects of intelligence work. He had no tthining in investigating Communists or 



I , <f 

Radical right-wingers , and many timeijhis naivete showed. Revill was also a ruthless 

^career c limb er with great ambitions. If necessary he would step on any— 

to advance his career*’ (page 18) n 

3 A — ■ 

The Warren Commission had files on threats against the President, I do not 
recall that the FBI provided a single one in advance of thax "trip to Dalis. However, 

SKr 

the Dalis police and Revill in particular did. iixws There were a number from the 

L 0 lit 

area of Hosty' s supposed expertise, those “extreme right-wingers. " Gabion particular 
caught my attention^) and ± got a copy of it. It was Revill’s report of November 5 , 

v t0£#U- '*>rwrh / 

1963, a week and a half before the assassination. He reported the assicati<pf between the 



i ArJU/t 

'll 



Ypung Republican u lub of ^xcth Texas University, at_|Wton, ^-General Edwin Walker, 
supposed Hosty interest. In jfact^jg Lv ^a v a that Walter han ded- tna M n T Q f 

the paraidHa^ary-The-^Hi ngtem o n. ^ivia g=4he-n^e- t»f Hiob — tngel wed w * mi 1 1 

I * 

reports that one nf them g. 1 H nP i Ef+ ?i( 

j 

jj tated that plans were being made for the coming visit of tha President. Fitz 

stated, quotejjf, 'We'll drag his dick in the dirty dirt." ^itz emphasized that 
o 

his grbup^ would have well-planned demonstrations during the President's 
visit t\ Dallas. 

In the Commission’s records this is identifiedTTa^^l^yj^ 4 )/^) 
evill also reputed that he had an informnt at the group’s planned meting of 

! A, 

the night before from whom he hd not yet heard. 

A 

All of this was Hosty’ s turf but X saw no report from him on this or on any 
o ,herptmreat to the President from the manj[" extreme right-wing" groups he was to cover 
for the FBI. 




I quote Hosty directly on his use of "extreme" referring to the right wing 
because all the reports I got from Dallas f^rm t^jose who knew him, place ^Hosty in the 




Ho sty’s dislike of Sevill come T ^t^from Hevill reporting the day of the 
assassination that in 4 rushed and "cEance“ meeting^floity told him ^"That the Federal 
bureau of Investigation \as aware of Sewa&dT the Subject [Oswald], and that they had 
information this Subject was capable of committing the assassination of President 



gennedy"page 266) Revill later ^fetested=»%o this under oath and then testified to ix 
i & 

it also under oath. Hosty denied it and in his more placid comments said merely that 
Revill had misunderstood him. 



Wxth regard to threats against the President, Hosty says the guidelines were such 
that there was little the FBI should have reported to the Secret Service, There was w 
very liable that it did. 



Hasty has much to say about that. 




Walker was of the right political extreme, fie resigned from the army when 
he was criticized for trying to indoctrinate the troops of his command with his 
extremist political beliefs. He was a major factor in the viplence when James , 



,, .... i Uuuvwsi 

fleredith, a black, tried to register at the University of Mississippi. Of -Mur 

Jl f&J- 

Hosty says he headed the Sasas Minutement, a paramilitary group of the f^r right. 
With Walker one of Hosty ’s assigned interests, he did not report what * Wm did. 

Giving thejaames of thragfinvolved with Walker Revill reported that one William 
Brew Fitz * ) 

i £ / 







(political ; "right wing." So also does everything he has said of which x know 
as well as his writing at the beginning of this bookv*^ 

Gemberling knew his Hosty^ : he blames everybody bat himself. 

Beginning with its title aisfid those blurbs we are in the unreal world of 
James Patrick Hosty, Jr., a world sd~£~ unreal that when he was taken off the-^ 
pre-assassination Oswald case he titles his book. Assianment : Oswald and when he was kept 
of-jpthe xaseTSebeeoaes its "lead investigator. 11 

/ V 

As e©on as I saw the dust jacket I decided to title this Hostv Pudding . 

Prqo the first few pages that may be praise for the book. 

In it what ijj unproven is overwhelmingly j^oven; what he imagines* what from 
his own political prejudices to 7\jT real when it is not, is r eal no matter how unreal 
it in fact is, Oswald and the case 'iare " illustrative, 

Througout Hosty refers to Oswald as a Communist and of the 

Oomraj[m.st party although he^'Ene'® Oswald afwas not ■a=fflaafeer. S 

A , r 



investigator" on! 



's background" 



10) n 
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Hosty dees claimyhe was Uthe 

2e Claims throughout to have studied all the eviderfe with care. and he criticizes 

1 } n dmJA 

those he prefers to as ^buffs' 1 for not doing that. Referring on his veiy last 

page of text to his having made his s i> careful stuffy of the evidence as a lead-in 

to criticizing others he begins, "Anyone who has examined the evidence carefully 
x (page . Cjf' 

have. . . . 254) • '.Oswald’s politics certainly are an important $art of. 

V, . „ , TT || jjt IkM (jJV- AhUl~dJ(jW IwUc} l4n 

his 'backgro und^ and Hosty|was "the lead investigator : on t’.aip h,e^sajta 




iwald a* 



;o give an understanding of the man, his ^oliticas . tsd his mind and of the kind of 

. , „ 4uwaa Im kMh k& /i^(l/yi{/M -fo 

tlie . evi(iencer ' 2osty IrSeS" made , w ith, 

a Commundjaisti'fMs^’part of wliat that official evidence for whic^ B©sty was respn- 
sible actually says. I quote from the first book on the ^Commission and the assassi- 
nation, mytfkitewas , : / the Report on the WarrerkZeoort - A t comes Ay-Kr^iy f rom 
the publi shed official evidence which it cites^ 




I quote it at some length because it is the actual evidence and became central 
to Hosty's book and to his theory he prtends is fact and not theory is his saying 
that Oswald was a Communist and involved in a devious plot or plots with Sovietsand 
Cubans in Mexico City. Hosty’s book is actually Hodty*s5defense of himself and in 

what he created for his defense his representation of Oswald as a Commun- 



ist is essential: 







i , . . • ^uses political words out or 

CfHr^ty ; 31111 gives them a meaning diametrically opposed to reality 
ThY'f* fkn*-b -out the Report are references to Oswald's "commitment to 

ism . To most Americans this means the belief and philosophy 
MJK American Communist Party and the Soviet Union. Above all, 

/f c^fiiotes an attachment to the Soviet Union. 

HO 'T-is was the opposite of the truth. The Commission knew it. 

AH of its data prove that Oswald was not, either philosophically 
in Ml lembership, connected with the Communist Party. He hated it 
atJ wi 3 government of the Soviet Union with passion and expressed 
hJ -lings with what for him was eloquence. 

5^ W hile seeking to mitigate- this forthright misrepresentation 
Lvtn. & squally vague and undefined references to "Marxism", which 

4r Americans equate with Communism, the Report leaves itself with 
oa. ■**> H <■’ ;R intellectual integrity as the boy with his fingers crossed 
f his back denying he was in the cookie jar. 

$ >=£Lmost from the moment of his arrest, the police knew all about 
iZwiAl f's background, for the FBI's Oswald expert, James P. Hosty, 

JAfy >nr»ti c duated in the first interrogation. Oswald discussed what 

he considered kis politics without inhibition. Insofar as he or 
they understood what he was talking about, it is, to the degree 
h.ey desired, reflected in the reports of the interrogators Ap 
■ ; pendix XI consists exclusively of these reports (R598ff.). 

. 1 Re moment the police heard Oswald had defected to" the Soviet 

union and heard from his own lips that he was a "Marxist", they 
ignored his frank statements about his disapproval of the Soviet 
Union, and the diversion and "Red scare" were launched It re 
j cei T e ‘? the wide st dissemination. Editorial and headline writers 
; needed no encouragement in their speculations and inherent accusa- 
tions of a Communist plot to kill the President. From that moment 
j on, Oswald was even more friendless, the trail of any conspiracy 
was brushed over, and the hounds were off in the wrong direction, 
j o this day, even in the Report, the only really serious considers- 

j . Sion given to any possibility of a conspiracy is restricted to the 

i involvement of the Soviet Union or Castro Cuba. 

n ttlo se among his acquaintances who told the Commission of 

Oswald s political beliefs, such as the Paines and George de Moh- 
j renschildt, understood correctly, Oswald did not understand Marx- 
; ism. JM 0 t a single witness or fact showed him either a Communist 
or pro-Communist. n V ery scrap of evidence from his boyhood on 
i proved him consistently anti- Communist. Ruth Paine told FBI Agent 
i Rosty when he interviewed her in early November, that Oswald de- 
I scribed himself as a Trotskyite and that she "found this and simi- 
i;l - lo 6ical and somewhat amusing" (Rij.39). De Mohren- 
schildt, at the time of the assassination occupied with a business 
: relationship with the Haitian government, was apparently the onlv 

member of the Fort Worth Russian-speaking community for whom Oswald 
had any respect (R282). D e Mohrenschildt was described by the 
ommission and some of its informants as provocative, non- conformist, 
eccentric, and of the belief that some form of undemocratic govern- 
^ ??. best f ° r other peoples" (H283). He was an agent for 
French intelligence m the United States during World War II. The 
Commission s investigation developed no sign of subversive or dis- 
loyal conduct on the part of the D e Mohrenschildts (R383) 

Oswald is not known to have ever had any kind of a personal 
contact with any party or any official of any part of the left 
except oy correspondence, and then of his initiative and of no clear 
iP . canc ?‘ ' . total absence of such contacts, in person or 
otherwise, is in itself persuasive evidence that, as a matter^ of 
real fact ratner than conjecture, he had no political affiliation. 

he searches of the Commission appear thorough and the facilities 
and resources of the investigative agencies are extensive. 

As a 16- year-old, Oswald wrote the Young People's Socialist 
League asking information (R68l). This is an old and well known 
youth group whose anti- Communism has been almost religious in its 
lervor. 

Thereafter he wrote the Socialist Workers' Party, seeking 

inching the writings of Leon Trotsky. The Commission 
prints 14 pages of this correspondence (19H567-80). Again, this Is 
an anti- Communist party and Trotsky is perhaps the best known of 
the former Russian Communists who fought the Soviet regime. Some 
of Oswald's correspondence with this group and all of his correspon- 
dence with the Communist Party (20E257-75) and the Fair Play for 

(20E £ll-33) make sense only when the possibility of 
Oswald s being somebody's agent is considered. 

Ha finds 'Oswald had dealings" with these groups (R287). 

He did, m the same sense that one who writes the White House and 
gets a reply has "dealings" with the President. 

. , ^^ping to the Communist PartyU.S.A. alone, the Report 

ln September 1963, Oswald inquired how he might contact 
the par „y when he relocated in the Baltimore- Washington area as he ; 

Pianned to do in October, and Arnold Johnson suggested in a . 
1 tter of September 19 that he 'get in touch wi\;h us here (New York) 




s\ 




.^(Baltimore (R288) 1 ? W&7 ° P gettin g in touch with you in that city 

/ wald made^a^ f^st ° D tte Same dab ® Os- ^ 

The Report's ^l^^^i^?i; o SS?;n? 0 ^ , "' ,,, Part7 (19H * 77 ' 
f to the SOT. The reason fnC - ex ? ed:Le nt to ignore the letter 

larly false letters from Oswald t^Wh^- ^ bhe reason for simi- 
groups are worthy of consileration ? historically antagonistic 
the SOT, the Report gireC thCfC?*! • ^^g all reference to 

affiliation with the Commnrvf <**- p Q t -^P?* 63310 * 1 of a non-existing 
to get in touch with the Balti-mn-re w’ ®^ se w hy should Oswald want 
evidence he planned such Thel>e is no 

he went there. But why shou:! d e o aK = 7 ,=i P i anned fc ? s ° to M exico and 
with both parties antnimm - <=+• • SWa Ju have wanted to be in touch 
; his own clear antipathy S towa£d°the C^ 7 a ?®i £ s P ecia Hy because of 
: vious reasons is that he ^as trv.l ?™ 1 ^ P f rty? 0ne °f th e ob. 
of agent. He could not h a ™ r 71 a S Pf netrate them as some kind 
both. It is this possibflZty^ S'? 011 ?^ 1 Sympath 7 ln °r from 
tiofl of the authors of the rL*!^ c ? n ?i etel y escaped the considera. 
sideration. Esneciallv when fh S d iK ia the most obvious con- 
i relations with Cuban rffn^ee fought ° f J* the light of Oswald's 
i book, could this line of ren/ r ° UpS £. det 5 iled elsewhere in this 
! s is and conclusion. sonmg have led to a meaningful analy. 

| any other signif icant^onticts^wit^anv^f-^h Harve ^ °swald had 
: concludes, evaluating the Oswald ini/ feL/ th ® Se groups, the Report 
quests for literature as "significant" c despondence and rel 

Sovlet U Union a werl welj knowSo C °”i st p arty and the 

of jt hem, and the Russian-speaking Co ™U-ssion. n e made no secret 
•*sl dislike. Oswald h^lelf // J iT™ 7 /? Port V ° rtb reported 
of /speeches and notes smd in fart reo ??? ed ln letters, drafts 
of /such documents appear in Voi™//" P T^// PeeCh f S ' A numbe r 
mission's record. oiume 16 . lhey are part of the Com- 

to Battl^rfh^f® n li°^^ e1 ^ s * a 7 f n . K «w Orleans, the Oswalds went 
dened himself of his anti’ Sn/e? r i; lca ? ate ln a seminar. He unbur- 
note from Robert J. Fitzpatrick* . M f rina Sot a thank-you 

she was asked to c^nvCy ,°® iety of Jesua > in which 

report to our seminar/ pCrtopC wC d^n busband > too > for his good 

e X ude°lrC/l| 0 h CSCecSti ve/aCr^C/ • Party and the Soviet Union 
as well as from other exhibits n ?,°? es in the same volume, 

Ribit 97 (PP.422-3) he ?aCed M 4^ 83 ' 43 ^: / or exam Plo> in E X I 
States has betrayed itself ' / art3r of the United 

ditional lever of a foMi™ / ! tUrned itself into the tra- 

the United States, nSt iC th^me th 2 government of 

in servile conformity to °f freedom or high ideals, but 

leaders) have sho^C the™// Wlahe £ ° f .tbe Soviet Union ... (the 
of the Gremlin's Internationalist gullible messengers 

committed crimes unsu^CCd /CC?/ \* % Ttle S ° vie ts have 

... mass extermination individCa? onment of fbeir own peoples 
... deportations ... the 'murder ^fM a ? UPPre ff lon and regimentation 
I “ d oulture. The c™ist mCvemfnt ?n°S US pro8ti ^«on of art 
the Communist Party u s 4 t .r U.S., personalized by 

" mt $ r A&? q a!r- f tto "• s - e<> ' r *»- 

and Socialist system . /'^(RB 9 9) 1118 &S Wel1 aS *** 1 hate the U.S.S.R. 

know Sd'therff^fh^e^f^/i > ad T personal reasons to 

nace and mistrust communism ..." (I 6 H 442 ). 

! ' unauotid 13 !/ th/C^ enti ° ned >:not 6 3 on R uss ia, widely discussed but 

tion P ’ are a narrative full of the kind of informa 

elllgence agencies, including our own, seek about other - 
the es P®°l a Hy the Soviet Union. It includes such items as 

\ iStiiatt dCtails a Cf a C? 50r i’ t hB bayout of a oit y> a « d all sorts of 
cludiCv whet ^ °f the electronics factory in which he worked, in- 
3 B hat at Produced, its rate of production, the number of . 
employees engaged in various pursuits and other such non- travelogue 
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It is abundantly clear that the Report distorts and misrepre-" 
s’ents the Commission's information on Oswald's politics. It both 
says and implies the opposite of the truth. It pretends a man whose 
hatred of the Soviet Union boiled in his guts was a protagonist of 
that political system and perpetuates a lie foisted off on an inno- 
cent public by the police. In such a Report, by such a Commission, 
dealing with such a tragedy, this is unpardonable. Can there be 
any reason for this except a desire to "fool the public"? How many 
more people, here and abroad, were willing to accept what might 
have otherwise been unacceptable conclusions, how many were less 
critical than they might have been of the Commission, because of 
this pretense that Oswald had a "commitment to Communism", that he 
somehow was an agent of a hated political force? The Report con- 
cludes that he was serving no foreign government and that he was 
the agent of none (R21-2) . But the Report repeats the false repre- 
sentation of U 8wald's politics. The Commission instead should have 
inquired into who created and broadcast this deception and with ~ ' - 
what motives. As a result, the Commission's own motives are suspect. 

( F^e-S. IZQ'IUJ 

Hosty flM^this Commissioa conclusion incredible. He camot^e ho» it could A 
possible hade reached that conclusion. If he did not say and believe that he „culd ' 
have no defense of himself andjL record. If He assume as 1 do that Hosty is sincere 
in this ae see that he begins nith political preconcpetions he does not permit^ 

j! ^ 

inf luencey by fact, by the truths. What he Hants to believe, regardless of the fact, 
what is real to Mm and he seeks to make appear to be true to his reader, for his 
defense of himself. Ms political beliefs, vhich are of the far right, are »hat he 
empresses in his hook and they, too, cannot survive comparison nith the'atellctual 



IS 



evidence, ,as in part we see above. 



Consistent with this and also essential in his defense of himself and of his 
record is his account of how he came to have the Oswald case. He dates it as aftei 
'^50 and before 11:45 the morning of the assassination; 

I checked my mail slot and found a case transfer order. The form order, 

i 

wfth a fill-in-the-blank format, indicated that as oF this date a routin g 
CEBHiBniaiaiiigencCHFFter-espionagF^asr^n one Lee Harvey Oswald^T^T 
officially mine again (page 8). 

throughout his entire hook HOsty refers to this Oswald case and that of his 
^e.rMarim as not, "counter-espionage ’• cases. 4s pretended^ proof 

cf this he that could well have beenl^included with the 

reproduction of ^document his appead^^ ^ 

ealfeas-Jbhey are/ m his section^ ptf pictures between pages 152 and 153. He has 




this caption for them: 





7 

r-' did nht become 



3§^“The FBI assignment cards that made the counter-intelligence cases on 
Lee and Marina Oswald part of Hosty' s caseload one month before the 
V_ J assassination of President Kennedy. 

The picture credit is to James P* Hosty, Jr. 

The tv-ansfer of th<? cases was from j; 'W Orleans and''' 
effective until the very morning of the assassination. 

""this printed card is an FBI form. In the upper left-hand comer is the 
word '"Title" and in the upper right-hand comer is "File No." Marina's^ name 
is on one, wth the number 105-1435 and Lee's is on the other, with the number 

10,461. Those are the Dallas numbers. At headquarttrs and in the field offices 
the numberings are independent of each other. 

Both of these numbers were "security" numbers, or for w^jat the FBI regarded as 
"internal security," as "subversive." The difference between those numbers in those; 

days is that the 105 "internal security" with "^tionalistic Tendencies." 

The FBI's file classification of "Espionage" is 65* That is vihere it filed actual 
or suspected espionage cases and information. 

Until he retired J ohn W. Fain had the cases of both Oswalds. ^ testified 
to the Warren Commission May 5, 1964^ the sail© day that Hosty did. Then- had been 
interest in the possibility, regarded as remote, tgat the KGB might have planned to 
use either Oswald as a "sleeper" agengt but that was in the end ruled out, an^not 
by Fain alone: 

As sty himselx told the Commission Oswald was only "a security risk of a sort" 
(4H473). 
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^i|) f ! heba \^ na ^^rik W ^d d ]l7t^^i U f mea ^ mwecon9id ^that 

y • as closed. llave marked the report as dosed, the case 

! assignment was to hto^nd thL investigation was competed. The 
II \ ; Wltb the information we obtained the ea^. case at th e end of the intended 

V ' i° b - he was working, he wTuvtl l T Z™ The maa bad founH 

• not a member of tie Co^iriaSy 0 f eo “ ^ “» wife ’ aad ba was 
to Russia. He denied any contacts with* ** , eau . rse ’ xt was true he had been 

d a L h ^ had an7 C ° ntacts - We considered an the^ar^^f ag6nt He denle <i 
i the case, and that is what I did. ° U ^ f ts and circumstances and 

for another interview? ^ C ° me t0 that ’ wonld J0U bay e put in another lead 
Mr. Fain. Xes, sir. 

you to reconunend to your 

didn’t see any point in doLg^hS^ 611 ^ ttat he 56 reinterviewe d but X frankly 
Mr. McClot. X understand that T*r,+ « 

te r : r=ssLr *• "» ^ 

was ’ ad been s °ni« facts there to indicate that he 

Mr FAm°I' A i POt “ tial danger? !' 

instance if we ^^d^^wSVmSL^f^h States ' aad for 1 

KSiSSoir made - Zsg**** : 

I ; then 1 ? MCCMT ‘ Y0U W0Uld haye recom niended that he be kept under surveillance 

j Mr. Fain. Xes, sir. 

i Mr. McCiot. That is all I am getting at 

/ ; ™ “»>£■. **», 

/ i I 4««e, “oStald EaJM * 824 11 «J* aM 

/ : that check? e ummown to confidential informant.” Did you make 

/ ! we bad tbere * «“d they^S^th^man^was^o^k^ 1 Seeurity “formants that • 

J f arty - aDd tlie party had not discussal him for^ 0 ^ t0 be a member of the 

thing like that cussed him for membership purposes or any- 

Representative Fobd. Do vou hnvo. 

ln ‘ bisarea reliable confidential hrformaS ar6a ’ ® did you bave at that time 
Mr. F ain. Xes, sir ; yes, sir. Excellent informants. i Mi ^iQ 

ftWs teiaion that time wau no ease against Oswald and that the ease be 

closed was confirmed all the way to the top at Quarters. The FBI taew, with cer* 

tainty, that Oswald was not a malm oj the Colonist pfturty, too. As Fain oontlhned 

to testify those "seearit^not ”espion«e» oases it is clear that the Oswald 
oase^as official "closed 1 *: 






Mr. Steen. Mr. Fain, your recommendation about closing a case is checked by 
how many supervisors that you know? 

Mr. Fain. One on the security desk there before it goes on here to the seat of 
Government. 

Mr. Steen. This is one on the security desk in Dallas ? 

Mr. Fain. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Steen. Then what happens? 

Mr. Fain. Then the report goes on into Washington here, to the FBI. 

Mr. Steen. As far as you know is it checked again here? 

Mr. Fain. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Steen. And by whom or by what kind of official? 

Mr. Fain. Well, they have a desk up here that has that function, too, you 
see. I don’t know just, Mr. Belmont can probably answer that better than I 
can because I am not familiar at all with the workings of it up here. But I 
know they are rigidly checked and rechecked. 

Mr. Steen. Now, : at the time you filed this report, in view of the fact that 
you didn’t see, as you testified, any further work to be done at this time 

| Mr. Fain. That is right. 

I Mr. Steen. Could you have put the case in any other status besides “Closed”? 

Is there any other administrative procedure that might have been available to 
you under the circumstances where you had nothing further, no further work 
to recommend at the time? 

Mr. Fain. Any other status? I could have put it, of course, in a pending 
status and set out some leads. 

Mr. Steen. No, no; assuming you didn’t see any further work to be done, 
any further leads at that time, under your administrative practices? 

Mr. Fain. No; if the work has been completed, we put the recommendation 
that it be closed and as I say, of course, that is no ironbound thing, to keep 
' it from being reopened. It can be reopened any time, any of these security 
cases, the very next day, if necessary or the next 5 days or the next month, 
anything comes in on it or we get any specific reason for reopening it, it certainly 
is reoDened. ( P % 9 <- L i > 7 

In addition to local' informants inside tlie Communist ^arty the PEL. had its 



national headquarters thoroughly penetrated* It knew who the party’s members were 

and it knew Oswald was not one* Btrt^rom the first hosty ref^j^to his ’’security" 

squad as "the four-man counter-intelligence squad" I (page 4-K x et as we saw, 

with the FBI knowing that Oswald as not 4S parly member, Hosty from the first and 

throughout his book refers to Oswald, as quoted above, as a parly member* 

As Hosty himself told the Warren Commission, when he took Gain’s cases over 

the case against -u ee was "closed at this time. It was closed." the ^arina case 

was an inactive case, which means that Nothing was to he done on it for a 

tA/K jh ^lr L 

period of 6 months." 'H^wenf~Iooking for her to interview her and learned that, the 
Oswald’s had left Port"l#O^W or th (Page 441 ) / , 

V$hat got Hosty to spring into action wasT^eT learning that Oswald has subscri- 
bed to what was then the newspaper of the Communist j&rtv af The IViiv Wmdrey . as he 
i writes in his book (pages 45-6^Although the security supervisor in the 
Mall/office had initialed and ignored the memo from the Mew York office reporting 
the Oswald subscription, that subcription alone was to Host# all "we needed to 




reopen the file on Lee Oswald" (page 46)^ 

decision was made easier by Hosty's not recalling that Oswald also 
subscribed to The the publication of the strongly anti-Communist 

Socialist yirkers Party. By the Hosty standard a large number of anti-Communists, 
including the FBI, research institutions, libari.es and a wide variety of anti- 



Communist organi^tioii^ould have been active FBI cases because the^also got 



r 



Baily^XqrliBr« But to Hosty Oswald’s subscription was proof that he "had lied 

#o ^ain*.. when he told him he wa?4 disillusioned with c ommunism" ( page 46 )^. 

^v&n this Hosty simplification in which heated on his own right-wing 

political views rather than fact does not tell the truth. She truth is that Oswald 

a/ cJ~ ' 

was always ant 



-e, 



■n the Marins, ss x brought to ^dight in Oswald in fgw 

tole^s, before he went to the Soviet #nion, his favoriate book was the anti- 

Ceanmuunist classic, Orwell’s The inimal earlier^%at, when but a 

that of 

his favorite TV progra£liar tht^ j Lw 1 1 %rber^ 

aoT* lD£d de 010 His boot m Ms carser ..IS 

informer was J^ Eed ThrJe I^ve^ This val^olfost^ doesnot mention, as in writing his 

book he omits what is quoted at length above of Oswald's actual writings that-as 
tf *0k\ iiHai) O? 

^2 iKVestlgator " on W WOs ^ d ’ s Background" he had to 

knowf'Tn that roleiosty also had Ip know what Lee’s older brother Robert testified 
to before the Warren Commission (lH624ff), that Lee was so taken by that PhilbriLok 
caas* career os of spying for the FBI he took in all the reruns as avidly as he 
did the firs ^ telecastings^ tod, of couse, ^ lining what he could about l^ee's 
"background" was part of Hosty's responsibilities. 



ions of u osty's credibility Hosty himself raises and he does that 
in a way thaf makes it impossible for the average feeder toierceive that there are 

1 / 

thes^and m^ny, many more questions of his credibility* The avergaej reader has no 
way knowing that not only was Oew|l Oswald not a c ommunist-he Was very strongly 
anti-Communist. The average reader also has no way of kmowing that the Oswalds were 7i 




espionage cases at all bat gp were "security" or "subversive^ cases in which before 

Hosty the FBI had found nothing at all and abadonned them rather than waste mere time 

A 

on them. We do get to more of these as we go through Hosry's book but there is an 
additional question ©<| erediMlity that the reader caK/ evaluate and that Hosty him- 
self jliises early in his boojJfhe Warren Commission found it difficult to understand that 
Eosl^y we s so indifferent to the motorcade both in terms of Oswald this suspected 
Soviet spy 0 being to Hosty* s knowledge right where th^motorcade would he and in 
terms of Hosty' s lack(f interest is his President going by. Hosty uses his book to 

get back at these who found believing him diffuicult. 

0 */*' r 

fiosty makes it a point to say be\s3p Irish and proud of it, that he was also 

a sincere Catholic and that he supported Kennedy. This is not in his Commission 

testimony bit it is, pointedly, in his hook, along with a lengthy quotation of his 
r _ . . ... _ cyyif 

Commission testimony in which he does not reflS5F!Ee^>ages which that testimony 

appears. 




(SAC) 

has already been reported in the papers/^ is TT^edlctably, anti-Secret Swfcvice. 

One criticsm is that it w^xitpno help trc% the FBI. Hosty then quotes ^hanklin as 

0 el 

saying they will do everything by the hook, "which means if any of you know of any 
threats ©f any kind to the president, refer them to the Secret Service, I want you all 
to er $ en the side of cautLen^Tf you have any doubts about whetheijto to report a 



piece of information to thj 

I ft 
r _// 



Service, go ahead and report/ it. Let's he on the 
safe side^t page > 4^’ his also is not ihf Hosty' s testimony. 

Althou^i he kneiw x£bSaa been in the papers and had been alerted by 
in Hosty* s account it was not untul the evening bdfore the visit that he remembers 
seeing Anything. He reports that the Times Herald . the evening paper had "a. 
front page diagram of the parade route" (page 5)but he "examined it" only "casually" 
►age * 6^ Be ends this section saying, again defending himself and not heeding the 




instructions from Shanklin" to err on thCside^ of </ caution” and to he ’’on the safe 
side^” Hosty writes f 

% only obligation for the security of the President's trip was to report 
to the Sbecret Service anyone -who had made a threat against the president.—just 
the day before I had hand-delivered a report on one possible threat... that a local 
Elan member apd remarked that his group would have #’«a little reception' for 
lennedy. ..I wrote up that:: this information in a one-page report, including a phy- 
sical description of the KLan member, and attached his photograph to the report” 
id hak-delivered it to the Secret Service. I later learned that the Secret Service 

intervlewed the “a 11 * but took no action to detain him or monitor his whereabouts 
on $iday during the^SesSEde^resident'.s visit'/(page 6) 

xhat a Klan member said they wer-e going to" deaesr demonstrate, as many grj-ger 

Scour groups of the right said they would and did, those he does not mention but 

within his responsibilities, that was important enough^ to lei-ite a memo and walk 

it over to the Secret Service. But that a man he says was a Communist and part of & 

VJ 

latEzz^samantsfoc that he later says was a G mmunist conspiracy to kill the President 
worked In a buicfaing along the motorcade route he did not consider important enough 

je/ 

to report. 

Most of thoscjwho have been watched dpring £ such visits did not maka tvert 
threats. They were merely regarded as potentially dangerous people and for that reason 
only were watched. Hosty did not, he says, think of telling anyone of Oswald’s histoiy 
and pre5ence.lt was?6efore leaving for an appointment with Ed Coyle of Army intel- 
ligence and Jack Ellsworth of the Treasury’s Bureau of Alcohol, ^Tobasso and Firearms 
that he saw the Oswald case had been referred back to him, (page Q)q, 



Coyle and Hosty walked th-e short distance to where the motorcade was to 



pass. Of cours&b^ls critical of the Secret Servixe and what he refers to as its 



negligence when the president ws*# was to be protected. Hosty did not even glance at j 
the President until he had parsed, when ’’all I could see was th e back of his ^ ' 

Then he gets into his criticisms, first that the President was in an open 




car"wxth no Secret Service or police anywhere near him" (page 9 ) As the Warren Commission 

\ 1 I 't-St .i/r ft — 1 



\ 



& 



Se f rt and testimony with which^r^ familiar enoug^T* to^quote^t some 

length make clear, the Pres rent himself had decide^ that the hubbletmp be removed 

f r his limousine and that the a Secret ISr^erviee agents who were Ip have 

been on its tefnb^be there. They, were on the followup car which was quite 

close to the limousine, and four were on its runnin^oards. /That is "not anywhere 

f 5 near,, the resident? And those police also not "anywhere ne^ar" the President’ 
v aW. 

ihere were twe|lve motorcycle police in the motorcMdfhnd four were outriders, jL 
on each side of th limousihe. Where Hosty m ys he got his something less than a peek 
at the hack o.| the President's head those four motorcycle, police were almos| ,in contact 
with the limousine.This also was the actuality at the time the shots were Some 

of the police were bathed with the spray of bone and tissue from the President's 
head, they were that ctose to Vn'm. 

j^bsiy camoi^l^ve at the pictures he refers to without having seen how 

ver| close to the'T^iiidSStffth^se four of the police and those four in particular 
^ ^ 

of the Secret Service wer^to_t h ^ P resi d4nt Wfc not only 'haa-^ this compulsive need 
to criticize just a&out every^^y else, as G emblerling had said he would, he seem&o 

i 3 * 

think doing this make^bim look better. It might to thjse those not aware of the facts, 
to those who know only what they read in his boot?*. 

Unlike the followup car the President's limous&e did not have running 
b^ar^for the Secret Service to stand on. A t did have two agents in the "front seat and 
there were none on the back bumper only because that was the President's order. |e wanted 
to be seen b/W" the crAs. Moreover, in the official ^account of the^hod^ting had 
there hen agents on the hack bumper and also seafkose to him «. on bot^ ^fand 
in th^ jump seat iijfront of him it would have made no difference at all. 

ff ^l aUOte 311 thS ^ ommission ' s questions ad his answers (4H472-5). 

Ahey get ^^to^^aiSing Hosty 1 's testify that the building manager, Roy Rtgay 



-‘•‘ruly, whose name Hosty misspelW^ hook as "I'ruely," told him that the day 

before thefssassination, after the first edition of «« 0 . 

edition of the evening paper^ appeared about 






& 

l/:30 in the morning,/all the employees of the TSED "became very excited-^ because the 
“motorcade was going to pass directly in front of their building. " Then 

Mr. McCloy. But according to your recollection of what he said, all the em- 
ployees were excited and became aware of the fact that the motorcade 

Mr. Hostt. At that time. 

Mr. McCloy. At that time was going to pass the School Book Depository. 

Mr. Hosty. Right. 

interview by 

Captain Fritz 'ill HlWClTTflli in the possession 

of wit 

phat there was another rifle in that building, which tjfcns out to have been 
two other rifles, did not interest thi^derri^o FBI special agent in investigating 
the assassination of the ft-esient, the first Irish ejj Ca|oj£ic .Resident in our 
h^tory , proud Irishman all Catholic that Hssty was. It interests us later. 

After a brief exchange $*£about other matters this comes up again: 



J 



m ■ 



SwM»W« told on November 1 that be^wa^employed at the 

'hTno QaTiaaI T>aa 1. 1~» :i. « 









Texas School Book Depository? 

Mr. Hosty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cooper. Had yon checked JhefS'to see if he was employed? 

Mr. Hosty. I made a pretext interview on the 4th. 

Senator Coopee. On what day ? 

■*'- Tho 4th df November. 

Senator Coopee. Considering that he was a defector, you knew he was a 
defector? 

Mr. Hosty. Yes, sir. 

Senator Coopee. And eonsidi 
tion in New Orleans, and the sta 1 
occur to you at all that he was a 

Mr. Hosty. No, sir. 

Senator Coopee. Why? 




g that he had been engaged in thi#Kemonstra- 
:ent that Mrs. Paine had mapfiPto you, did it 



tially dangerous person?' 






Mr. Hosty. There is no indication f rom^ something of that type that he would 
commit a violent act. This is not the foimdhat a person of that type would 
necessarily take. This would not in any ^wly, indicate to me that he was capable 
of violence. 

Senator Coopee. I believe you JeSEified that you didn’t know the route of 
the J?' t 

Mr. Hosty. That is eorrectspSir. 

Senator Coopee. Of the^jproeession which passed’*; .the Texas School Book 
Depository? 

Mr. Hosty. That isgforrect, sir. 

Senator Coopee. Jjtd it occur to you to communicate this information to the 
Secret Service orjire Dallas police about Oswald? 

Mr. Hosty. Jjm, sir ; there would be no reason for me to give it to them. 

Mr. McCLQpK You did know he was lying though, didn’t you? 

Mr. Hosy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MopOY. Don’t you think the combination of the fact that you knew that 
he WaS JP n ® and that he was a defector and that he had this record with the 
Fair PI§B*|pr Cuba, that he might be involved in some intrigue that would be if 
not necessarily violent, he was a dangerous security risk? 

Mr-JHosTY. He was a security risk of a sort, but not the type of person who 

indication. 




Representative Ford, wnat are the criteria for a man being a potential 
violent man? Is this a subjective test? 

Mr. Hostt. You mean to the point where we would report him to the Secret 
Service? 

Representative Ford. Yes. 

Mr. Hostt. It is instructions we had as of the 22d of November, we had to 
have some indication that the person planned to take some action against the 
safety of the President of the United States or the Vice President. 

Representative Ford. How do you evaluate that? Do you have any criteria? 

Mr. Hostt. No ; at that time it was that there had to be some actual indication 
of plan or a plot. 

Representative Ford. There had to be a conspiracy of some sort? 

Mr. Hostt. Well, or a single person doing something if anyone was going to 
take any action against Jhe safet^yff the IJrgg|htent or Vice President. 

Renre^ ftifflrfi Jviieylilniii 1 I think you tesfiSed "“earlier that at the time of the 
moto^w^^S^^etei: your lunch hour. 

Mr 

jncl lrf \\ n i #§H!sident 
#^S®asibilities as far 

JosT^Prior to ^OTemb er 22, 1 know of no incidents where the FBI was 
called in to help the Secret Service, to my knowledge. 

Representative Ford. And particularly on this day none of the 

Mr. Hostt. Definitely not. 

Representative Ford. Of the people in the FBI in the Dallas area were given 
any assignments? 

Mr. Hostt. That is correct. 

Representative Ford. For the security of the President? 

Mr. Hostt. That is correct. 

t^gSS^imtor«Ufe^was going“to ~'|o ‘pa^UtM think 
your action would have been any different? 

"sir ; it wouldn’t have been any different. 



Mr. M cCiot. Even though ryop knew’ 'that he was located there ? 
Mrlffire. ‘Right. 

Mr^M'oGioT. And that' lie was a defector? \ 
llr. Hc&tt. Right. ; ^ Lj ] 

Li> j 



Hosty testified ^before the WoMassion in 1964 is not in accord with 
what he wrote thirty years later to make himself and the FBI and its then Dallas SAC 
look better, that they were to "be on thee safe sidel^uf^hat they^l^^Ete^Secre t 
Service, that " f you have any doubts at all about wither to report a piece of 
information, go ahead and report it." 

McCi 0 y« g questioning was a little too sharp for Hosty so when he had ths£ ciwnw 

, it M jj, 

ne got even, e is ri ting about his meeting with oover after his testimony! 








If* 



i Hoover changed the subject to the Warren Comzfnssion and 

J their proceedings. He told me that the FBI had a soureton the Com- 

j mission (I. later fa midLont it was Congressman Forcn among others V 

j and that Hoover’s information, which he considered reliable, was that 
\ the Commission would clear the FBI of any mishandling of the Oswald 
case by a 5-to-2 margin. Only Warren and McCloy would vote against 
the FBI. Hoover told me how Warren detested him, and recounted the 
story of the cocktail party, telling me himself, with some enjoyment, 
how Warren had spit out that Hoover was a “Boy Scout.” 

Hoover proceeded to McCloy, who “was nothing more than a 
broken down Philadelphia lawyer with holes in his shoes before he 
! married that Zinsser girl.” That Zinsser girl was from a wealthy 
I German-American family and, according to Hoover, after the marriage . 
McCloy’s career took off like a rocket. McCloy now had access to the 
most elite social circles, and this had carried him all the way to his pre- >■ 
sent position. I later wondered if Hoover had unearthed something re- 
lating to McCloy, much like he had with Warren, which would explain 
why he could be counted on to vote against the FBI.( 5~f) 

In fact “e^loy was a professional success from the beginning of his/prcfessional 
li^" e » ^eld many gov eimment postsj (and he became a respited and very successful 
inCernational banker* 

\j 

-tn assessing Hosty' s r credibility the reader can iecide for himself why he 
did not tell the Warren Commission what ^hanklin’s orders were about informing the 
Secret Service and whether in what he did and did not do, from hi§ testimony and from 
his book, Hosty did follow S han kil n’s orders, "If you have. any doubts about whether ^ 
to report a pieee of information to the Secret Service, go ahead and report it. bet's 
be on the safe side" (page 4 ), 

Hosty’s record is that he did not beiieve the man he regarded as a dyed-in- 
the -wool Communist and as involve in a conspiracy witjj u thas«ai cia^unists to kill 
the Presi dent T^get^liave been mentioned to the Secret Service under J&hanklin 1 s criteria. 

There is no part of this book in which there is not the most substantial 
question about Hosty' ds credibility and not infrequently about his honesty in what 
he writes* ^ojfe of these questions can be attributed to his Sgit-wing^political 
beliefs but not all of them, as we see* 
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These pages are not numbered# -4a tjjis 1995 review what was made public 7 ^ 3 ^ 

years earlier is redacteeji the fact that the embassy phones were bugged# H&te that 

at the time this was written there was a question whether the man to whom Oswald spoke 

/ 

was Kostikov# 4 

The date of writing was 12/13/63. 

This memo says they were flooded wity bogus tips and debunked them all# The 
fact is that the CIA in ^exico City credited the first two that were palpably false# 
Says that when they saw the FBI report, CD they found it "hilj^ly inter- 
ting." The. f]jgd to have spotted it immediately as not jB^tintended to be a report 
the assassination but they avoid saying this, J ‘t was in fact a diatribe against 
wild. If the CIA had no earlier indication of it, this told it that there would be 
no real investigatioh and that none was intended# 

Says that many but not all the tapes were erased and used over. 

Spells put that the CIA station asked ^exican authorities to arrest and 
^question" Durant The report of her Jeczhd arrest, 11/27, withholds that the CIA had 
asked for it and that she had been beaten into a false confession of having been 
Oswald's "mistress," which the CIA records do reflect. So why omit it from this rgpert? 

hit refers t'd the "likelihood"that Oswald met with Kostikov whereas the 
description of the man he met is not of Kostikov. It then says Kostikov is from the 
KGB's Department 13, which is "charged^ with sobotage and assassinations." It then 
turns out that all^ of this is surmised about Kostikov. Yet id says that it is pro- 
bably only coincidence th$t Oswald met Kostikov. 

Referring to Duran’s first arrest, the police asked her if he she had been 
"Intimate with OSWALD and she denied it." 

It also points out that if Oswald had had any connection with the KGB they 
wpuld have kept him from going to its embassy^. 

I There is what seems to be another version of this report, this one with page pum 

i 

bers at the top but the first page I see ±$ 4. 

There are other deletions of w/iqt is disclosed, like the interception of the 
calls from the President of Cuba to tha 4e/ico embassy. 

The modest l^jatlieading on the first dr gift is "We Discover Lee OSWALD in Mexico 

City." 

JL 

There are a few pages, first missing, rehashing some of this. This ajygars to 
be a finished version and it is explicit in staying ytohat cannot be explicit, that it 
was Kostikov to whom Oswald spoke.lt also says that the CIA had nothing to do with 
Duran' s arrest and does not mention her second arrest. The missing first page may be in 
what I've gone over but it is not worth the time to learn. Mush of this is self-serving, 




